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The purposes of God are revealed in the Scrip- 


tures of the Old and New Testaments. 
(Continued from page 49.) 


The word elect, is next made use of by 
Mark, 13th chap. 20th, 22d, 27th verses, in 
giving an account of the prophecies of Christ, 
relative to the destruction of Jerusalem; and 
is the same as that recorded by Matthew, 24th 
chap. which we have already examined. 


The word elect is next found in Luke, 18th) 
chap. 17th verse. This chapter commences 
with the parable of the ‘‘ importunate widow, | 


and the unjust judge,” &c. Christ, who relates 
this parable, in allusion to the judge, who 
yielded to the importunity of the widow, asks, 
“* And shall not God avenge his own elect, which 
ery day and night unto him? Though he bear 
long with them, | tell you, that he will avenge 
them speedily.”” We consider the elect here 
spoken of, to have a particular allusion to the 
‘* prophets and righteous men,” whom Christ 
said, desired to see his day, &c. These, un- 
questionably, were Israelites, who were de- 
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this passage, is such as might be expected 


from a self-righteous Phurisee; who, exalted! 


in his own estimation, would be gratified to 


be received into heaven as elect, holy and, 
precious; and see destruction and misery | 


visited upon the heads of those, who in his 
opinion were unworthy and undeserving. The 


| parable of the two men, the Pharisee and 
Publican, who went up into the temple to pray, 


and which immediately follows the account of 
the unjust judge, &c. and the declaration of 
Christ, that God would avenge his own elect! 





&c. is explanatory of the doctrine which 





Christ intended to establish, and the instruc- 
tion he conveyed in this chapter. The two 
characters, or motives to action, which are 
exhibited in the persons and conduct of the 
Pharisee and Publican, are descriptive of, and 
applicable to all mankind. We feel justified 
in declaring,—that from the creation to the 
present moment, there has not existed a 
man, who would not come under one of these 
descriptions. We think the phraseology of 
this chapter very remarkable. It “ is God's 
own elect,’ whom God will avenge. It is not 
the Pharisee, who boasts of his personal holi- 


anointed, &c. He said, ‘* For Jacob my ser-|ness, and by inference thanks God that he is 


vant’s sake, and Israel mine elect.”’ 


It was|not as other men are; as the non-elect. 
: + 
these elect Israelites, who, under the Mosaic! 


We 


repeat it, itis God’s elect. It is not those, 


dispensation, were instructed by God to look who, in their own estimation are the elect of 
for Christ, to whom all the sacrifices duaring|God! It is not the self-righteous Pharisee,— 


that dispensation pointed, and of whom they 
were types. The ‘* avenging”? which Christ 
spoke of, is the same with that spoken of by 
the prophet, in the 63d chap. of Isaiah, 4th 
verse, ** For the day of vengeance ts in my 
heart, and the year of my redeemed is come.” 
This passage points direct to the crucifixion of, 
Christ. It is remarkable, that the vengeance 
of the Lord, is spoken of as a day, and not as 
a million of ages, or eternity; and when the 
word redeemed is spoken of in this verse, it is 
coupled with the word year. And it is a 
glorious consideration, that the redeemed of 
the Lord are those, who are purchased with 
the blood of Christ, and whose transgressions, 
or iniquities were laid on him, and who are 
all men;—for the “ blood of Jesus cleanseth 
from all sin; and Jesus by the grace of God, 
tasted death for every man!" We now see 
the truth of our Saviour’s declaration, ‘<I tell 
you he will avenge them speedily.” It was 
but a very short time after making this decla- 
ration, that Christ ‘* avenged his elect,” by 
offering himself as a Lamb, without blemish, 
on Calvary, for a then lost but now redeemed 
world! How different is the vengeance here 
spoken of, from the vengeance of guilty man. 
Christ commanded men to pray for their 
enemies ; and he, their glorious Head, set 
them an example by laying down his life for 
his enemies, and procuring salvation and hea- 
ven for those, by whose hands he was slain. 
Therefore, let no man consider himself as the 
elect of God, unless even the vengeance of 
his heart is a disposition to bless his enemies, 
and do good to those who are his bitterest per- 
secutors and foes! The common understanding of 





but the humble Publican! Reader,—who in 
our day resemble these two characters? Who 
are they who are in the habit of thanking 
God, that they are not as other men are, extor- 
tioners,—unjust,—adulterers,—or even as this 
Publican? Who are they, who are making 
invidious comparisons? praising themselves, 
and exalting their motives to the very h@ivens? 
Who are they, who claim the exclusive charac- 
ter of chiidren of God? who hang their heads 
at times like bulrushes, and for a pretence 
make long prayers? They are those, who 
seek the applause of men! They are those, 
whose ‘* place shall be appointed among hypo- 
crites; and who shall receive the greater 
DAMNATION!” 

The word elect, next occurs in the epistle 
of Paul to the Remans, 8th chap. 33d verse. 
It is not possible for language to be more con- 
clusive, and at the same time opposed to the 
modero Calvinistic and Hopkinsian doctrines 
of election, than that which is contained in 
this chap. particularly from the 28th verse to 
the end of the chapter. That those who are 
in this life believers in the Lord Jesus Christ, 
and his salvation, are designated in the Scrip- 
tures as elected, we acknowledge with the 
most heart felt pleasure and satisfaction; but, 
that all the remainder of the human race who 
are not thus designated, are to be reprobate, 
and endlessly miserable, the Scriptures, so far 
from authorizing an idea of this kind, are full 
of positive declarations to the contrary. It is 
astonishing, that the disciples of Calvin bave 
been so blind to the plain tenor of Scripture, as 
to remain ignorant to this day, that, whenever. 
and wherever, the Scriptures speak of the 


for us, who can be against us ! 


a 





blood of the covenant, of the atonement for sin 
by Jesus Christ, or of salvation by his cross, 
that the WORLD,—EVERY MAN.—ALL 
MEN,—are spoken of. And where the elect 
are spoken of, in contradistinction to the rest 
of mankind, they ave only regarded as being 
os conformed to the image of the Son of God, 


‘that they may be the first born among MANY 


brethren.” They are, to use the language of 
James, ** A kind of first fruits unto God of 
his creatures.” 

The pitiful shifts, to which the disciples of 
Calvin are reduced, in their pueri/e attempts 
to maintain their doctrine, would, were the 
subject of a less serious nature, afford much 
diversion, and as itis, we believe they may 
challenge comparison for inconsistency and 
folly. Do they want to prove their doctrine 
of election, they quote the deelaration of Christ, 
‘© Many are called,—but few are chosen.’ 
And to illustrate, and prove the smallness of the 
number who are elected and chosen, they lay 
a wonderful distress on the word few,—but, 
are they required to explain how their elect 
are saved, they are obliged to quote Paul's 
declaration, in his 8th chap. to the Romans. 
‘* Moreover, whom he did predestinate, them 
(who?) “he also CALLED! and waom he 
called” (who were these, Mr. Calvin? Not the 
elect few whom you say are the chosen,—i' 
must be the many called according to your view 
of the subject, whom Paul declares) ** he als: 
JUSTIFIED!” Paul goes on to say, ‘ What 
shall we then say to these things? If God be 
* Now, mark 
what Paul says, ‘* He that spared not his own 
Son, but delivered him up for us ALL!” not 
for us few, ** how shall he not with him freely 
give us all things.”’ Paul then asks the ques- 
tion,—** Who shall lay any thing to the charge 
of God’s elect? It is God that justifieth. Who 
is he that condemneth ?”’ Paul asks, and we 
answer,—Jobn Calvin, and his disciples; and 
Dr. Hopkins and his disciples, and many 
others whom we might name, and conclude 
with the addition of the DEVIL, the accuser 
of the brethren! Paulagain interrogates, ‘* Who 
shall separate us from the love of Christ?” 
The reader will please to notice, that the 
us, here spoken of, are the many called, noi 
the few chosen,—and readers who are Calvin- 
ists, are informed, that their chosen few, in- 
cludes JUDAS ISCARIOT, and let them do 
their best, they cannot get rid of him; for we 
have Christ's own declaration to prove the 
fact, —videlicet, ** Have not | CHOSEN you 
twelve!’ Will not ALL the chosen few be 
saved? Reader, there is no remedy here,— 
you must keep Judas, or lose the WHOLE!!! 
Did not Christ add, ** And one of you ts a devil?” 
Did Christ mean Judas? Was Judasa devil ¢ 
and if so,do not Calvinists advocate the salya- 
tion of a devil? Or should it be rendered, 
‘one of you hath a devil!’ Christ told his 
disciples another time, “ Ye have not chosen 
me, but I have chosen you.’’ Christ then 
included Judas. Again,—Christ told them, 











the twelve, with Judas among them, “ Ye 
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shall sit on twelve thrones, judging the twelve|mate matter, than he would to the salvation of{antiquity, who stood unrivalled in their own 


tribes of Israel.’’ Therefore, is it not certain, 
das, and saves Judas, as much as it supports, or 
saves any man?’ And if the doctrine or decree 
of election is the name whereby they expect to 
be saved, 18 it not a different name from the 
name of Jesus, which the Scriptures declare, 
** Is the only name under heaven given among 
men, whereby they can be saved? Paul asks, 
« Who shall separate us from the love of God?” 
And answers, —‘‘ For | am persuaded, that net- 
ther peatTa nor life, nor prin¢ ipalihes, nor pow- 
ers, nor things present, nor things to come, &c. 
nor any other creature,” &c. We have seen 
that Paul does not mean, by called, the few that 
are chosen; he therefore does not mean, by ws, 
those exclusively. whom the Calvinists consider 
to be the elect, and chosen few. Who shall we 
believe ? Our modern disciples of Calvin, who 
declare, that death separates us for ever from 
the love of God, or Paul, who declares, that 
nothing that can be named, “ can separate us 
from the love of God, which is in Christ Jesus 
our Lord?’ 

Quere. Can the devil separate us from the 
love of God? Oris not the devil included in 
the declaration, ‘* Nor angels, nor principali- 
ties, nor powers?” 

(To be Continued.) 
—~>— 
CONTROVERSIAL. 
COMMUNICATION, 
To the Editor of the Gospel Heral 


Dean Sin,—The writer of the following re- 
marks, is a sincere inquirer after truth, and 
wishes that it may be established on whatever 
side it may be found. And although he rejects 
with you, Sir, the doctrine of endless misery, 
he does not see evidence sufficiently clear, to 
believe in the Divinity of Christ; or Divine 
revelation so called. 

The councils of Nice and Laodicea were 
held about 350 years after the time Christ is 
said to have lived, and the books that now 
compose the New Testament, were then voted 
for by yeas and nays, as we now vote a law; a 
great many that were oflered,were rejected by a 
majority of nays. I believe, forty gospels 
were offered, and only four admitted as gen- 
uine; and even one of these, St. Luke's gospel, 
at one council, was rejected as spurious, but 
received as genuine at a subsequent council; 
just in the same way the Parliament of Eng- 
fJand bastardized, and then legitimated Queen 
Elizabeth, As the men who composed these 
councils were fallible, and some of them weak, 
and even wicked men, the writer of these re- 





marks cannot swallow down as the word of 
God, their decisions. The Old Testament tells | 
us, that God created the heavens and the earth, 
and every thing therein, in six days. Now, as 
the eternal salvation of men is of much greater 
importance than this creation, and as that salya- 
tion depends, as the New Testament tell us, 
on man’s knowledge of, and belief in Jesus 
Christ, it necessarily follows, from our belief 
in the goodness and justice of God, and our 
haowledge of his Almighty power and wisdom, 
as demonstrated in the creation, that all this, 
if true, would be made kuown to all parts of 
the world in as little time, at least, as was em- 
ployed in making the world. ‘lo suppose the 
Almighty would pay greater regard and atten- 





tion to the creation and organization of inani- 


linnumerable millions of souls, which himself 


that the foundation of Calvinism supports Ju-|had created, “ As the image of himself,” is to 


offer an insult to his goodness and his justice. 
Now observe, how the promulgation of this 
salvation, by a knowledge of, and a belief in 
Jesus Christ, went on, compared with the 
work of creation. 

In the first place, it took longer to make 
the child, than to make the world; for nine 
months were passed away and totaily lost ina 
state of pregnancy, which is more than forty 
times longer than God employed in making 
the world, according to the bible account 
yecond.y,—Several years of Christ’s life was 
lost in a state of human infancy; but the uni- 
verse was in maturity the moment it existed. 
Thirdly,—Cbrist, as Luke asserts, was thirty 
years old betore he began his mission; millions 
of souls died in the mean time, without 
knowing it. Fourthiy,—It was about three 
hundred years from that time, before the book 
called the New Testament, was compiled into 
a written copy before which time there was 
no such book. Fisthly,—It was about a thou- 
sand years after that, before it could be circu- 
lated; because neither Jesus, nor his apostles, 
had knowledge of, or were inspired with the 
art of printing; and consequently, as the means 
for making it universally known did not exist, 
the means were not equal to the end; and, 
therefore, it is not the work of God. 

if you can, dear Sir, through the medium 
of your useful paper, obviate these doubts, 
you will confer a favour on a sincere 

INQUIRER AFTCR TRUTH. 
REMARKS. 

We consider our correspondent, according 
to his own account of hitseli, as being in a 
state of vacuity; having rejected error, he is 
now bewildered in a maze of skepticism; and 
all his faith consists in believing that what 
others believe is false. It has been acknow- 
ledged by numbers, who have escaped trom 


the dreary wilds of infidelity, that the state of 


their minds, while unbelievers, was unstabie, 
uncomfortable, dark and cheerless. 
one fact, independent of all other evidence, is 
suflicient to prove, that, let who will be right, 
they are wrong. The most intelligent deisti- 
cal writers have contended, that Revelation 
was unnecessary, notirom the fact that a know- 
ledge of the Creator was not useful to his 
creatures, but on the principle that he had re- 
vealed bimself sufficiently plain in his works,and 
consequently, every other revelation being un- 
necessary, there could not of course be ano- 
ther. Now we consider this argument, if such 
it be called, to militate against themselves; for 
it is a notorious fact, that Deists are alone found 
in those countries where the Scriptures are 
known. And itis well worthy of remark, that 
contrasting the writing of modern Deists. witb 
those of the ancient Theiss, the difference in 
favour of our modern infidels is found to origi- 
pate from the very Scriptures and revelations, 
which they couiemn, as unnecessary and use- 
less. We have no hesitation in declaring, 
that a Deist, professing sentiments of the kind 
of modern intidels, never was heard of, unul 
the Scriptures of the Old and New Testa- 
ments were revealed to, and distributed among 
mankind. Where are the moderns, who will 
pretend, that any, the most illustrious for their 
talents, during the last, or the present century, 
were wiser than those celebrated sages of 


And this| 





ages and countries? Where did our modery, 
sages obtain their knowledge of God and his 
purposes. a knowledge, as far superior to that 
of the ancients, as revelation and certainty is 
superior to paganism and doubt? Ans. They 
obtained it from the Scriptures; from those 
very Scriptures which they pretend are a silly 
tale and fable. The celebrated Paine, who 
stood at the head of the infidels of our own 
age and country,was obliged,when he wrote his 
‘*Common Sense,” to have recourse to the 
Scriptures to find the origin of kings; and by 
this one act,did more to establish their genuine- 
ness and authenticity ,ten times told ,than bis pue- 
rile Age of Keason afterwards did to decry them. 
And what advantages could Paine be supposed 
to possess, and what could enable him to judge 
impartially, when we have his own testimony, 
that when he commenced the writing of his 
** Age of Reason,” he had not looked inside oj 
a Bible for two years; and did not even keep 
one in his house. What could be expected 
from such a commentator, whose prejudices 
arose even to antipathy, and denied himself 
the privilege of reading the book he was try- 
ing tocondemn? Were the Scriptures based on 
no better evidence than the objections which 
are brought against them by these unbelievers, 
they would long,ere this day, have sunk into ob- 
livion. We presume no one will be disposed 
to controvert our declaration, that Deistical 
writers have invariably been prejudiced against 
the Bible to that degree, that they either 
avoided it altogether, or if they tovk it in 
their hands, it was for no other motive, but to 
pull it to pieces! If our premises are cor- 
rect, relative to Deists being alone found in 
Christian countries, and we presume to say 
they cannot be controverted, it is evident, that 
the cause must be found where the efect is 
found. No man will pretend to say, that an 
effect is not preceded byacause. This would 
be too absurd to merit even a simple denial. 
And when it is likewise considered, that Deists, 
of the stamp of those in our times, area genus 
altogether unknown before the days of the 
aposties and the promulgation of the Scriptures, 
it mast amount to a certainty, that the cause 
must be cotemporary with the eflect, and be 
traced to the times when the effect was pro- 
duced. Here is a weapon, to which the 
shield of Deism can never be opposed with 
success. And this weapon is a stubborn fact, 
which they well know is interwoven and 
identified with the very existence of infidelity 
itself. This book, which they so mach deride, 
contains one simple truth, whicb, to a mind 
iree from prejudice, is an unanswerable argu- 
ment in favour of its truth, even if weighed in 
the balance of deistical and scrutinizing exami- 
nation, namely, ** The heart is deceittul above 
all things, and desperately wicked.” ‘This is a 
truth, which Deists take the liberty to deny 
with their mouths, but by a necessity of con- 
sistency beyond their control, they compensate 
for their infidelity of principle, by test:fying to 
the truth of the declaration of the Scriptures 
by their conduct and actions! And on the other 
hand, they give the lie to their declaration, 
that nature teaches them all that is good, by 
practising the reverse; and proving, either, that 
their doctrine is fulse, or, that they do not be- 
lieve it themselves ! 

The shape in which our correspondent has 
brought forward hia objections to the Scrip- 
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tures of the Old and New Testaments, and the di- 
vinity of Christ, &c. is very objectionable, especial- 
ly if he considered them to contain any thing which 
has the least resemblance to argument or reason ; 
and it is in our opinion very essential for every 
person to know, at least, that there is a great diffe - 
rence between objecting to, or denying a thing or 


principle, and proving it false. We think that 
Deists, of all men, ought to bear this in mind ; for, 
however much it may hurt their vanity, it can never 
injure their real characters, to be acquainted with 
their obstinacy and ignorance. Every man who 
pretends to know the difference between day and 
night,sunamer and winter,and to count to the number 
of ten,and professes himself satisfied with the convic- 
tions of his own understanding and judgment, and 
who shall make use of his mental faculties, and de- 
clare his conviction of the existence of any thing or 
principle, from evidence collateral in its nature, 
and believe the existence of any thing out of the 
sight of his own eyes, and then turn about and deny 
that the Seriptures of the Old and New Testaments 
are arevelation from God, and declare, that they are 
fictitious and false, and that Jesus Christ and all his 
apostles and disciples were lying impostors, IS A 
FOOL! The momenta man has professed to be- 
lieve any thing, and to declare his conviction of its 
truth or existence from the evidence of two wit- 
nesses, he has committed himself; and whenever 
he refuses his assent to the truth, or existence of any 
possible thing, when more than ten witnesses testify 
to the truth of it, he either gives the We to his former 
faith, or proves himself to be out of his wits and 
insane! We believe this will stand the test; it isa 
plain simple rule, obvious to the capacity of every 
reasonable man, and therefore of universal applica- 
tion and utility. We now ask, was there ever a 
Deist who refused his assent to the truth of the 
declaration, that the City of Troy once existed, and 
was destroyed by the Greeks? It is presumed, that 
almost every Deist will acknowledge this vo be 
truth. We ask them for their proof? And wonder- 
ful to relate, Homer is that one solitary evidence, 
or witness,—a man, who has been dead nearly three 
thousand years ; but it is so reasonable, that Deists 
believe it.* The story is told in the Iliad; and the 
Bible is so very inconsistent and unreasonable, and 
the Iliad is so very consistent and reasonable, that 
it forees conviction! The Bible contains so many 
improbable stories, and the Iliad is, in all its rela- 
tions, so probable and likely, that it must be believed! 
A historian, forsooth, must be a man of truth;- his 
accounts and relations must bear witness to his 
integrity. and then credulity itself must be satisfied. 
The history of the celebrated retreat of the 10,000 
Greeks, written by their commander, Xenophon, is 
so very reasonable, that no Deist, we presume, 
would hazard his reputation by denying its truth. 
What motive could Xenophon have had to induce 
him to lie ; surely none, except to gain a name, and 
that would be too small an inducement to influence 
him in the least. Another thing, Xenophon must 
have written the history in question ; and this could 
not have been the case, except the events actually 
happened which ke narrated. But had the Iliad 
contained a prophecy, evidently promulgated hun- 
dreds of years before the destruction of the City of 
Troy, that the Trojans should be dispersed among 
all the nations of the earth after the destruction of 
their city, which should be foretold likewise, and 
that they should retain their religious principles and 
national peculiarities, complexion, character and 
language, and had the Trojans actually existed to 
this day in a dispersed state, every one bearing tes- 
timony to the truth of the destruction of their city, 
and possessing in their own persons the prophecy 
itself, it would, strange to relate, prove the whole to 
be false! Did the history of Xenophon contain a 





* Thucydides is the next historian who has given 
any account of the City of Troy. He lived about 700 
— after the fall of Troy. And Homer wrote bis 
liad about 200 years after the fall of Troy. Consequent- 
ly, we have no account of the history of the Trojans, 
Written by a ~~ who lived in the age of Troy. And 
considering the time that transpired frem the destruction 
of that city, before Thucydides wrote his account of 
it, the whole weight of evidence must rest with Homer. 
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prophecy, that the Greeks should wander through a} 
considerable part of Asia after the death of Cyrus, 
and their posterity be scattered over all the habita- 

ble world, and be a byword among ail nations, and 

did this actually take place, it would, strange to tell, 

be an unanswerable argument against the truth of 
the history! 

Deists pretend, that miracles are not satisfactory 
evidence of the truth of any thing. They must of 
necessity be above our comprehension, and conse- 
quently, instead of convincing, by informing our 
judgment, or aiding our reason, they set both at 
defiance, and demand a forced and blind assent to 
their existence or truth. The conduct of Deists is 
an excellent comment on these their premises. 
The celebrated Earl of Cherbury, the most distin- 
guished deistical writer of his age, refused his assent 
to the Scriptures, because he thought they were 
unnecessary, aud contained accounts of miracles, | 
&e. He, however, in the plenitude of Ais wisdom, | 
undertook the writing a book, whic! in his opinion 
was necessary; and to preserve his consistency, 
and aversion to miracles, pretended, that God by a 
miracle approved ot his substitute for the Scriptures; 
and he then published, as necessary for the world, 
a book, to assist mankind in their knowledge of thei: 
Creator, at the same time professing to believe, that 
every thing of the kind was unnecessary! Such 
gross inconsistency and folly needs no comment. 
Man has indeed sought out inventions. Skepti- 
cism and infidelity, or superstition and bigotry, 
characterize the mass of mankind How different 
from these, is the rational system and doctrine, 
promulgated by the Redeemer of the world. Unos.- 
tentatious in his appearance,humble in his demeanor, 
meek and lowly in his carriage.—the purity of his 
precepts, the sublimity of his doctrine, his patience 
under suffering, mildness under rebuke, and the 
heavenly benevolence and charity which accom- 
panied all his words and actions, shed a divine 
justre upon all he said, or did ;—-and manifested the 
greatness of his personage, the holiness of his mo- 
tives,and declared in united voice, the excellence of 
his mission, and the grandeur of a God! 

Our correspondent will consider our remarks, 
thus far, as general; we have no disposition to offend, 
but, in our view of Deism, and examination of its 
merits, contrasted with the religion of Christ, we 
had rather offend, if truth will offend, than omit 
aught that has the least tendency to expose the 
errors of the one, or the divine excellency and har- 
mony of the other. Our correspondent says, “ he 
rejects with us, the doctrine of endless misery.” 
Did he ever believe in this doctrine? And if he 
rejected the Sciptures, because he took it for grant- 
ed they taught this doctrine, did he not act prema- 
turely ? Ought he not to have first examined them, 
and have satisfied himself, whether the Scriptures 
did not reject this doctrine likewise ? We think he 
had. Our correspondent adds, “ I do not see sufli- 
ciently clear to believe the Scriptures to be a reve- 
lation from God, or to believe in the divinity of 
Christ.” He then introduces his objections. There 
were “ weak and wicked men,” who assembled in 
council at Nice and Laodicea, 35@ years after 
Christ, and voted for the gospels of Matthew, Mark, 
Luke and John, as we vote a law; a great many 
gospels were rejected; —_ were offered,&e Luke's 
wasrejected at one council,butafterwards was receiv- 
ed at another,&c. Just,says our correspondent,as the 
English Parliament bastardized, and afterwards le- 
gitimated Queen Elizabeth.” We have no objection 
to admit all this for matter of fact. And we ask, 
what has all this to do with the question, relative 
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was an evidence, that there were some among them 
who were, comparatively, neither weak, nor wicked 
men. If the Scriptures are true, they are true of 
themselves,—and if they are false, they are false 
of themselves. The reception, or rejection of them, 
by all the world, would neither make them true 
nor false! They stand on their own bottem. Con- 
gregated worlds can neither add to their truth, nor 
diminish their authenticity It is the height of 
absurdity, for men to talk about making things due, 
or false. And the fact, which our correspondent 
has introduced to illustrate and add weight to his 
objections ; that the English Parliament bastardized, 
and afterwards legitimated Queen Elizabeth, is an 
unanswerable argument against the ground of rea- 
soning which he has based his cause on. Is it possible 
forall men in the aggregate te legitimate or bastardize 
a child? No! If a child is born illegitimate, and all 
the world declare that the child is legitimate, it does 
not legitimate the child; and vice versa. Suppose 
all the legislative and deliberative assemblies on this 
glohe, were to declare in solemn convention, that 
the book entitled “ Robinson Crusoe” was a revela- 
tion from heaven, would their declarations make it 
so? Our correspondent says, there was 40 gospels 
offered at the councils at Nice and Laodicea ; grant- 
ed,—how many gospels are offered in the 60 
churches in New-York? Are not these churches 
councils or conventions of people, and do they not 
reject, as orthodox, or heretical, whatever meets, 
and receives their approbation,or disagrees with their 
views? They do. It is said, there are seventeen difle- 
rent religious sects in this city, and is it possible for 
them to differ without having different gospels ? 
We think not.—Is it not rational to account for the 
circumstance of 40 gospels, or written manuscripts, 
being presented to the councils at Nice and Laodi- 
cea, by supposing that weak and wicked men would, 
from a spirit of pride, or fanaticism, attempt to in- 
troduce, either their own productions, or some of 
their feilows,as divine,and binding upon the conscien- 
ces of men? Look at the occurrences of our own 
age; recollect the many attempts which have been 
made to palm upon mankind human works and 
compositions, for the inspiration and commands of 
God? Go back to the time of Mahomet, behold 
him, employed writing his Aleoran,—declaring that 
he left this earth, and had interviews with the in- 
habitants of heaven,—contrast this book, the Alco- 
ran, With the Bible,—examine his pretended mira- 
cles, and the astonishing difference between the two 
is manifest in every particular. [tis netorious, that 
Mahomet’s gospel has no evidence but his own 
declaration to support it; not so the gospel of 
Christ. Mahomet ascended to heaven, as himself 
relates, in the gloom of night, from the obscurity of 
his own closet,—Christ ascended at mid-day, in the 
presence of many witnesses; he was seen to mount 
the concave firmament, and ascend the steeps of 
heaven! We, however, feel it due to the cause we 
advocate, to declare, that all we have written rela- 
tive to the objections of our correspondent, in his 
account of the councils, &e. is perfectly gratuitous; 
his objections are unworthy the name; and want 
only a little activity and power of motion given 
them, to turn all their force against their employer. 
We have already adverted to the fact, that Deists 
are found only inthose countries, where the Scrip- 
turesare known. At first view, it would seem, as 
though the Scriptures were the cause of this infi- 
delity. This, however, is not the ease. The Serip- 
tures are made instrumental by the abominable 
constructions which a class of people “ nick-named” 
divines, have putupon them, Deism is one remove 





to the Scriptures of the Old and New Testaments’ 
being a revelation from God ? The men who com- | 
posed these councils were not born, nor their great| 
grandfathers before them, when these gospels were 
written. Their rejecting, or receiving them, was 
no argument in their favour—What! refuse your 
assent to the truth of the Scriptures, because a con- 
vention of weak and wicked men hesitated about re-| 
ceiving them ? If there is any weight to be attached | 
to the circumstance of weak and wicked men tam- 
pering with the Scriptures and refusing to accredit 
them, it is in favour of the Scriptures, and not 





against them. And their finally receiving them, 


from paganism. And Deists are indebted to the 
Scriptures they so much deride, for this their pre- 
eminence. The celebrated Rousseau, infidel as he 
was, acknowledged this, when he confessed, that 
“natural religion was in a great measure derived 
from the Scriptures.” Deism is, at best, but a 
negative principle ; and the remorse and inquietude 
which Deists so frequently experience, is a strong 
evidence that with all their boasted wisdom, they are 
still inferior in one respect to the ancient pagans. The 
philosophers of Greece and Rome boasted of their 
superior wisdom; Deism was a science to which 
they were strangers,—the Scriptures they never 
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gaw,—and they gloried in their contempt of death, 
and in rising above the httle ills which life is heir 
too,—to pass the barrier of mortality with the same 
indifference and unconeern which they would mani- 
fest in rising from the table after a full repast, was 
with them the ne plus ultra of human greatness, 
the achme of human wisdom. Not so the Chris- 
tian,—he considers, that “ not a sparrow falls to the 
ground, without his heavenly Father's knowledge.” 
‘l'o be indifferent, is to be criminal,—his hopes are 
founded upon certainty,—death is, with him, the 
coramencement of life, and instead of regarding it 
with indifference, he rejoices to leave the tabernacle 
of clay for the heavenly mansion, and to exchange 
his “ body of sin and death,” for the glorious image 


ef his Saviour and his God! 
(To be Continued ) 
—<—— 


To the Editor of the Gospel Herald. 


Sirn,—In looking over your 15th Number of the 
Gospel Herald, in your remarks upon Philotheus, 
you challenge him or any other person, to show one 
condition towards man’s salvation. I shalldo no 
more at present, than to direct you to the following 
passages of Scripture, and ask you if there are not 
conditions in them. Luke 18th chap. 2d, 3d, and 
oth verses, will a man perish that repents? will he 
not perish if he dees not repent? Suppose you 
were going down Broadway, a man should knock 
you down. You immediately reply, if you will 
repent of this savage act, I will not seek satisfaction 
from you. Now, Sir, how is this man’s discharge ? 
Is it not upon condition of repentance? Mark 16th 
chap. 16th verse, Will a man be saved if he does 
not believe? Is he not saved by believing ? Matthew 
7th chap. 7th verse Will it begiven if we do not ask? 
will it be opened if we do not knock ? 

Please to excuse ail the errors in this short epis- 
tle. 

Iam, Sir, Your Friend, 
MiLerum. 
REMARKS. 

Our correspondent says, “ [In your remarks on 
Philotheus, you challenge him, or any other per- 
son, to show one condition towards man’s salvation.’ 
We hope in future, every one who may come for- 
ward to controvert any of our declarations, will be 
so kind as first to read them attentively. and un- 
derstand their import. We made no such deelara- 
tion as the one above quoted. The word towards, 
in the sense our correspondent has used it, is very 
equivocal. We stated, the condition must be defi- 
nue ; and declared this would be a sine QUA NON. 
Wishing, however, to be impartial, and to prevent 
even the possibility of a shadow of colour of rea- 
son, which can be brought in the shape of an objec- 
tion against us, we proceed to notice the passages 
to which our attention is directed, Ke. 

And first, Luke 13th chap. 2d, 3d, and 5th verses, 
and we shall take the liberty to add the 4th verse, 
which, we think, would even have satisfied our cor- 
respondent, had he attentively considered its mean- 
ing. “ And Jesus answering, said unto them, sup- 
pose ye that these Galileans were sinners above al 
Galileans, because they suffered such things? I tell 
you, nay; but except ye repent, ye shall all likewise 
verish. Or those eighteen upon whom the tower in 

Siloam fell, and slew them, think ye that they were 
sinners above all men that dwelt in Jerusalem ? I 
tell you, nay; but except ye repent, ye shall all 
likewise perish.” Our correspondent must first 
prove, that the perishing here spoken of is the 
perishing of the soul, and is for ever; and further, 
explain the repenting, and tell what is to be done, 
&e. and if he can prove that it is the soul, which is 
crushed, by the fall of a building, and point out, 
and erplain the extent, and quality of the repentance 
which is to prevent it, we shall acknowledge that we 
are waone! But, until this is done, we shall take it 
for granted, that we are nreut! Mark, 16th chap. 
16th verse, “ He that believeth and is baptized, shall 
be saved; but he that believeth not shall be damn- 
ed.” Our correspondent, if he had examined our 
remarks on Philotheus, would have seer, that he is 
to tell what it is that we are to believe, the belief of 
which will save us. And we would suggest to him, 


, the following expression, which we can abundantly 
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that an inquiry into the nature of the damnation him in a pecuniary manner in preference {0 a rogue 


spoken of would be useful; and as Paul has de-| 
clared that “God hath concluded all in unbelief, 
that he might have mercy upon all ;” we would) 
likewise ask him, whether, those who are damned 
for not believing, are not included among those, of 
whom Paul speaks, as being concluded in unbelief ;) 
and if this damnation is eternal misery without end, | 
when will God have mercy on them ? Our corres- | 
pondent’s next and last quotation, is the 7th chap. 
of Matthew, 7th verse. “ Ask, and it shall be! 
given you; seek, and ye shall find; knock, and it 
shall be opened unto you.” He ought to have 
recollected, that he was bound to tell what ttis that 
we are to ask for, &c. We are sorry that our corres- 
pondent has been so remiss in his undertaking 
Surely he cannot expect us to acknowledge his 
conditions to be conditions, unless they express in 
plain terms, the price and the article. In all the 
conditional concerns of life, in all its variety of trade, 
bargain, covenant and agreement, the cunditions are 
plainly stated, and obvious to all; but in this, the 
most important coucern of the soul, it is all uncer- 
tuinty in the price, and uncertainty relative to the 
article bought. Suppose our correspondent was to 
quire the price of a coat, and the seller was to 
tell him, there is good news from England ; if you 
will believe it, you shall have the coat; our corres- 
pondent would naturally ask, well, tell me what the 
news is, and I will believe it,—O it is good news! 
But how can I believe the news, unless | know what 
itis? O you must believe!—you must have faith, 
you must believe, you must have saving faith, or, 
as it would be in this case, you must believe the 
news, and then your old coat will turn into a new 
one! According to our correspondent’s doctrine, 
|we presume the salvation of the soul is for sale, and 
we think he is at least bound to tell the price, and 
what kind of money will be received in payment! 
| —- 


For the Gospel Herald. 


Insectine CALVINISM. 


A certain Calvinistic Baptist, has recently uttered 


|prove if required, namely, “ I fully believe there are 
infants in hell not bigger than bumble bees!” If so, 
the unhappy woman who unfortunately drowned 
her innocent children, with the view of preventing 
their eternal misery, may be awfully disappointed, 
and may yet behold these little innocents writhing in 
all the agonies of wo, and mingling their screech 
es with the non-elect, whose infernal screams give 
equal delight to saints in heaven and devils in hell 

Superstition! How hast thou cast the veil o/ 
darkness over thy deluded votaries ! But soon shal. 
the rays of that light, which lighteth every man 
that cometh into the world, divest thee of thy in- 
fluence, and drive thee from thy murky den! 

Question. If innocent babes are to be eternally 
roasted in the furnace of hell to satiate the malice 
of devils, is it not our duty to murder all those, who 
j|have arrived to years of maturity, to prevent the 
turther increase of infants ? 

Think of it, ye Insectile Calvinists! 

AMPHILIUS. 
| “ Lo, children are the heritage of the Lord, and 
the fruit of the womb is his reward !” 
Scriprure. 
—>— 

* Blessed are ye, when men shall revile you, and per- 
secute you, and shall say all manner of evil against 
you falsely for my sake. Matthew, v. 11. 


The above is the declaration of Christ; and in 
our opinion, contains aiore than is generally sup- 
posed. We believe the common understanding of 
this passage, is, that men are blessed, when they 
are persecuted for following the example of Christ, 
by a meek and lowly carriage in their intercourse 
with mankind, and for living an honest life, and con- 
ducting towards all in a tender and affectionate 
manner. We do not presume to say, that no man 
was ever persecuted for this,—but we do say that 
we never knew a man to be persecuted for this cause. 
We believe the worst man living would prefer an 








honest man as a neighbour, and would deal with 





and more, a wrangling quarrelsome man, would pre- 
fera peaceable neighbour to one of his own east 
* A soft answer turneth away wrath.” Persecution 
has its origin from the same cause, which produces 
wars and fightings. And wars and fightings proceed 
from the lusts of men.—therefore, a reviling, perse- 
cuting spirit proceeds from the lusts of the revile; 
or persecutor. Can it be possible, that a man should, 
for the sake, or with a view to honour, or advance; 
the kingdom and glory of Christ, persecute ang 
revile his fellow? Is not the bare supposition o! 
such conduct, proceeding from so inconsistent a mo 
tive, absurd and preposterous ? It is. What, then, 
are we to understand by a man’s reviling, and per 
secuting, and saying all manner of evil against ano. 
ther fulsely for Christ’s sake? Let us first inquire, 
whatitis that Christ requires of us, and, then, we 
may understand the declaration of Christ. And. 
first, we have the words of Christ in answer to the 
Jews, who asked him, saying, “ What shall we do. 
that we might work the works ofGod? Jesus answer. 
ed, and said unto them,—7'his is the work of God, 
that ye believe on him whom he hath sent.” And 
Christ declared, that he “came, not to judg 
the world, but to save the world.” And Christ 
again declared, that “he had finished the work,” 
&e. And speaking of the Holy Spirit, the Comfort- 
er, he said, “ He would reprove the world of sin, 
because they believe neton me.’ We are then to 
believe, “that Jesus Christ is the Saviour of the 
world!” Did any of the apostles believe this, and 
were they “ reviled and persecuted” for their belief: 
Paul testified that he was reviled and persecuted for 
this, and this alone. Paul said, “‘ We therefore both 
labour and suffer reproach, because we trust io the 
living God, who is the Saviour of ail men, specially 
of those that believe.” When Paul trusted to his 
own works, and his own righteousness, there was no 
labour, nor reproach; but the moment he declared 
that he believed Jesus Christ to be the Saviour of 
ihe world, and testified that we are “ Saved by grace 
through faith, and that not,” even the faith “ol 
ourselves, it is the gift of God,’—Paul no sooner 
made a confession of this faith, than he was perse- 
cuted. It is notorious in this, our day, that if a 
man éfrusis in the living God, as the Saviour of ul! 
men, reviling and persecution as certainly follow, 
as effect follows cause. And more,—it is a noto- 
rious fact,—that there are those, who pretend to do 
all for Christ’s sake, who FALSELY revile and 
persecule, by declaring,— That the DEIST, who 
pronounces the Saviour Jesus Christ, to have been 
an ILLEGITIMATE impostor ! is, of the two, far 
preferable to those who believe Christ to be the Sor 
of God, and the Saviour of the WORLD.—ati 
uen! We repeat it,—This, is a NOTORIOUS 
FACT !—And this alone speaks volumes. 


We,therefore, see the emphatic meaning of Ch ist 


in his declaration, “ Speak all manner of evil against 
you falsely for my sake.” And we ask, can any thing 
be more false, than for aman to revile, and speak 
evil of another, for believing in the oath and decla- 
rations of Jehovah, that “all nations whom he has 
made shall come and worship before him,”—and at 
the same time pretend that it is for the sake of Christ 
that he reviles, speaks evil, and persecutes ? 

Reader,—Hear the words of Christ. “ By this 
shall all know that ye are my disciples, IF ye have 
love, one to another!” This is the balance. ware, 
lest you read on the wall of your conscience, TE- 
KEL! 

—— 6 
To Correspondents. 

J.B. and Mary, will appear in our next. 

All Communications forwarded to the Editor per mail, to Le 
published in this paper, must be “ post paid.” City corres- 
pondents are informed, thata letter-box is placed at the en- 
trance of the office of the Gespel Herald, 93 Gold Street, for 
the recepuon of their communications. 

NOTICE, 
*,* Persons wishing to subscribe for this paper, are re- 
spectfully requested to call at No. 454, Pearl-Street, where a 
subscription is open, and where they can obtain the Numbers 


from the first. 
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